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REMARKS 

In the Official Action, claim 1 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as anticipated by 
the Tanaka reference (U.S. Patent No. 5,738,883 - Figure 3). In the Tanaka reference, the bolt 
members, the main plate 82, the mounting plate 81, and the runner plate 83 therein were relied 
on for respectively disclosing the claimed bolt members, the injection mold part, the head plate, 
and the hot passage distributor system. In particular, claim 1 recites the bolt members 
connecting the injection mold part to the head plate with the hot passage distributor system held 
therebetween. However, in Figure 3 in the Tanaka reference, the bolt members do not connect 
the main plaie 82 to the mounting plate 8 1 but rather connect the runner plate 83 to the mounting 
plate 81 with nothing held therebetween. In this respect, the claimed injection molding machine 
is substantially different than the disclosed mold holder. For this reason alone, claim 1 is novel 
and allowable. 

In the Action, separate distinct parts in the Tanaka reference were relied on for disclosing 
the injection mold part with the bolt niembers accessible from a side of the injection mold part. 
In paragraph 2 of the Action, as stated above, the main plate 82 was cited for disclosing the 
injection mold part. However, in the Tanaka reference, the bolt members therein are not 
accessible from a side of the main plate 82 and therefore cannot be reUed on for disclosing the 
claimed injection mold part and bolt members. Then, in paragraph 5 of the Action, the mounting 
plate 81 was generally pointed to for disclosing the same injection molding part with bolt 
members accessible therefrom. In doing so. the basis for the rejection in paragraph 2 of the 
Action unravels. Applicants submit that an improper hindsight piecemeal reconstruction has 
been made from separate and distinct parts in the Tanaka reference. 

In rejecting claims 2 through 20, the Examiner cited the Tanaka reference and pointed to 
the main plate 102 and the mold 14 therein for disclosing the ejection mold part mating with the 
injection mold part and defining a mold cavity. Applicants respectfully disagree. As best shown 
in Figure 2 of the Tanaka reference, main plate 102 is one part of the mold holder 7 that holds 
the mold 14, which by itself defines the mold cavity. On the other hand, the claimed ejection 
mold part and injection mold part are mated together to define the mold cavity and therefore are 
substantially different than the main plate 102 and mold 14 

In rejecting claims 3 and 10, the Cyriax reference (U.S. Parent No. 4,500,274) was relied 
on for disclosing either the ejection mold part or the injection mold part having two openings for 
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receiving two screw fasteners and storing the fastening device thereon. In particular, in the 
Action, it was stated that the Cyriax latch 8 is capable of being supported by only one pin 8a, 8b 
extending from respective mold halves. However, neither mold half in the Cyriax reference has 
the two claimed openings for receiving fasteners and storing the latch 8 thereon. 

In view of the foregoing, all of the claims remaining in the case, namely claims 1-20. are 
in proper form and patentably distinguish from the prior an. Accordingly, allowance of the 
claims and passage of die application to issuance are respectfully solicited. 

Respectfully submitted, 
ARTZ & ARTZ, P.C. 
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